- 
* 
=. 
I 


_ bg #,; KR” %* <p I, EE 4 < —— 
_ \"W. * b 1 > *þ kad <; ik 4%; TN "Xa PP: it F. 
Ws, 4 m, . o S : 7 \ - a [nn D = "+ a y : 
3%. LE Mg ns, »s. at; RC. 
If - Lo | ©) 
FI . . k a * 
= N . . *7 
= —_ ? 


s 
ES 4 
: < | 
7 | . m | 
EI, \ -2J 


BN * Upon the 


®.” Iz 
Nara . 


f 
= py 
o 4 - % 1 
*® = =” : 7 


A 


al O F « 
KK. Enadted 1. Zliz. Commonly called, 


2: 
Y THE OATH OF 


F SUPREMACY. 
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b find themſelves concerned therein, 


LJ 


Y + {Printed for Hewry Brome at the Gunin St» Pauls Churcl-Yard, 1679s * 


FR (/ 
. Oo "of | 
o " Bl q « . 4 , ; 
bs % 480"Ss : _T i bo : 
7 "_— LY 


"> a 


"& i =q -o4 
”. bs _ -_ 
Y . . 
. - - 
- 
; 


+ = 
* 
vw 
wh, 
s 
F 


Li 
| * of : * 


£22444 26436-32322 4.23.5 
TRE ID OE RIS OSSSLI GIGS 


Obſervations upon the O AT H Enacted 
' 1. Eliz. commonly called, The 'Oath 
of SUPREMe«ACY. 


h Y the Oath of Supremacy Enacted by Henry the Eighth, 
the ſaid King was {worn to be Supreme Head of the 


Church of Ezg/and, Which Tyle was of ſo great 

offence and ſcandal, even to ſome of thoſe that then 
profeſied the Reformed Religion, that they writ Tnvectives a- 
-gainſt the ſame, as Roman Catholicks alſo did, and ſundry 
perſons loſt their lives in thoſe daies for denial thereof, as ts 
written of Sir Thomas More, and others, 


But that Oath was afterwards abolifht by Parliament, with 
ſome other Statutes relating thereunto; And in the firſt year 
of Queen Elizabeth the enſuing Oath was enjoyned by an At 
then Entituled (A/! ancient Furiſdiition reftored to the Crown, and 
all forreign Power aboliſhed) the words of which Oath areas 
followeth, 


A. B. do utterly teftific and declare in my conſcience; that the 
Queens Highneſſe is the only Supreme Governour of this Realm, 
of all other her Highneſſes Dominions aud Countreys, as well its 
all Spiritual or . Eccleſiaſtical Poyngs or Cauſes, 4s temporal, &c, 
That no forreign Prince, Perſon,Prelate, State or Potentate, hath, 
or owght ro have any rk row Power, Superiority, Prehemi- 
nence, or Authority Eccleſiaſtical or Spiritual mithin this Realm, 
and therefore I do utterly renounce aud. forſake all forreig Fariſ- 
dittions, Powers, Superidrities, and Authorities, and ao promiſe 
that from henceforth 1 ſhall bear faith and true Allegiance to t 
BY -A 2 | Queens 


—— —_ 
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Baeens High 
er- ſhall aſh 


\ hey Heirs and lawful $ucceſſers, and to my Pow: 
and defend all Fariſaittions, Proviledges, Prehemi- 


_ mences and Authorities granted or belonging to the Queens High- 
neſs, her Heirs and Succeſſors, or united and annexed to the Im- 


erial Crown 0 
Verbs Book, 4 


this Realm, So help me God, and by the (ontents 


Although the words of this Oath are not- the ſame as in the 
former, and Supreme Head of the Church of England not partt- 
cularly mentioned therein, yet according to the common accep- 
tation of the words in the ſaid Oath, it ſeemed to attribute ro 
her ſaid Majeſty incffe@t and ſubſtance no leſs ſpiritual Juriſdi- 
ion and power ; (nay more) than what the ſaid former Oath did 
or might import, Wherefore this Oath was alſo excepted at by 
divers. In which conſideration, and for the clearing of doubts 
that might be conceived thereupon, her Majeſty by an Admoni- 
tion in her 7ajunitions publiſhed afterwards in the faid firſt year 
of her Reign, did explain and interpret the ſenſe and meaning of 
the words of the ſaid Oath, in which the ſame ſhould from thence- 


forth be acce 


loweth, 


pted and taken, The Admonition and Title 1s as fol- 


An Admonition ts Simple men accerved by malicious, 


The Queens Majeſly being informed, that in certain places of 
the Realm ſundry of her native Subjeits being called to Eccleſiaſti- 
cal Miniſter 'in the Church , be by ſiniſter perſwaſion, and perverſe 
conſtruttion, induced to find ſome ſcruple in the form of an Oath, 
which by an att of the laſt Parliament is preſcribed to te required 
of divers perſons for the Recognition of their Allegiance to her Ma- 
Jefty, which certainly never was ever meant, ner by any. equity of 
word) or 'good ' ſence can be thereof pathered ; would that. all her lo- 
ving Subjetts ſhould underſtand, that mthing -was, is, or ſhall be 
mrang or intended by the ſame Oath, to have any other duty, allegi- 


ance, or bond re 


be due" tothe 


wired by the 


L ſame Oath, than was acknowledged to 
"mob{e Kings of famons memory, K,: Henry the 8. 


her Majeſties Pather,oy K.' Edward the 6. her Majeſties Brother. 
And further, her Majeſty forbiddeth all manner her. 
grve ear or eredit to ſach perverſe and malicious perſons, 


- 


ects, to 


ich moſt 
faiſterty . 


SSD C4 Ss W7'- SEP 
Card mv 
——_ 7 
*...- 


Queens of this Realm, poſſeſſors of the Crown, may challenge anthe- 
rity and power of Miniſtry of Divine Service in the Church : where- 
in her ſaid Subjetts be mach abuſed by ſuch evil diſpoſed: perſons , 
for certainly her Majeſty neither doth, nor ever will challenge any 
other. authority than that was' challenged and lately uſed ty the 
ſaid noble Kings of famous memory, K. Henry the Eighth, and 
K, Edward the ſixth, whichis and was of ancient time due 
to the Jmpertal Crown of this Kealm, THAT 15, un- 
der God tohave the Soveraignty & Rule over all man- 
ner perſons bozn within thele Kealms, Domimons & 
Countreys, of what effate eitherEccleſialfical oz tempo- 
ral foever they be,SO AS no other fozreign power ſhall 
o2 ought to have any ſuperiozity over them, 4»4 if a»y 
perſon that hath conceived any ether ſence of the form of the ſgid 
"Oath, ſhall accept the ſam? Oath with this Interpretation, ſence or 
meaning, ber Majeſty is well pleaſed to accept every ſuch in 
that behalf, as hey yood and obedient Subjeits, and [ball acquit 
them of all manner of penalties contained in the ſaid Att ,againſt ſuch 
45 [ball peremptority or obſtinately refuſe to take the ſame Oath, _ 
It is obſervable, that the Queen did thus explain and inter- 


finifterly and muliciouf J labour to motifie to ber loving Subjefts how | 
"by words of the ſaid Oath it may be colledted, that ow Kings or 


pret the words of this Oath by her own authority, But whereas 


{ome might then objeR, as others have done fince, upon the ſame 
occaſion, that the words of an Oath could not be warrantably in- 
terpreted from their ordinary ſence, and uſual acceptation, by any 
authority leſs than that of the Law-maker: Therefore the ſaid 
Aimonition was confirmed by her ſaid Majeſty in Parliament, by 
the Statute 5, Z/iz, cap. 1, wherein is this Proviſo as followeth, 

.- Provided alſo, that the Oath expreſſed in the ſaid AF made in 
the ſaid firſt Year, ſhall be taken and expounaed in ſuch form as is 
ſet forth in an Admonition annexed to the Queens Majeſties Injun- 
trons publiſhed in the firſt Year of her Majeſties Reign , That is to 
ſay, to confeſs and ack xowlodoe in her Majeſty, her Heirs and Suc- 

ceſſors, none other authority than that was challenged and lately uſed 

by the Noble K. Henry the 8, and K- Edward the 6, as in the ſaid 
Aimonition more plainly may appear, * , 
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Statute, the aforeſaid adwonition acquired the torce of a Law 
as much as the Proviſoe it ſelf had, whieh refers to the ſaid 
4dmonition , and conſequently makes void in law whatſoever 
was formerly Enacted contrary to the ſame. So that from and 
after the ſaid A 5. Eliz, the ſaid Oath (though pronounced 
in the form of words verbatim, as is expreſſed in the Ae 1. 
Eliz,) yetthe effect and tenour of the ſaid words muſt be con- 
ſtrued and underſtood in the form, and according to the 7nter- 
prefation, ſence and meaning, as appeareth in the aforeſaid - 
adjnition, And whoſoever upon tender of the ſaid Oath un- 
to him, #f (when he ſhall have read or pronounced the words 
thereof ( he do profels that he intends in ſwearing the ſame 
to mean thoſe {aid words in no othet ſence, but according as 
the admonition aforeſaid doth ſet forth, No Officer whatſoever 
can preſſe himto ſwear-it any other ways. Which being mat- 
ter of Law the Learned in the Law can beſt reſolve, if any doubt 
be made thereof, 


The next "Enquiry ſhall be, if any thing- be coatained in the 
ſaid adwonition, either in words or meaning,. which a Con- 
{ciencious perſon, Proteſtant, or Roman Cath lick can juſtly 
ge againſt, | 

The Exceptions generally pretended againſt the ſame are, 
Firſt, That the ſaid Oath was- purpolely framed for profeſſion 
of Religion then newly eſtabliſhed. Secondly, That the $So- 
veraionty and rule claimed by her Majeſty in the ſaid admonition 
is, over Eccleſiaſtical perſons, and in things and Cauſes' Spiritu- 
al and Eccleſiaſtical, both which (ſay moſt of thoſe that except 
againſt -the ſame) are exempted Oe diviyo) from the pow- 
er of the temporal Magiſtrate,. and conſequently the King is in 
effet declared thereby to be Head of the Church. Thirdly, 
That the ſpiritual Power and Juriſdition left by Chrift to his 
Church, and the reſpective Paſtors of the ſame, is likewiſe ab- 
ſolutely denyed therein, Theſe things being part of their 
Faith and Religion, they cannot ſwear without renouncing ' the 
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It is obſervable, that in-vertue of this Proviſoe in the ſaid = 
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fams; and giving ſcandal to 
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(FI: i, 
others of their profeffion, which 
therefore ſhall be the ſubje& of our next Obſervations; 

T7. The very words of this 4d#0nition do expreſs that the ſaid 
Oath was preſcribed and required for recognition of Allegi- 
ance, 

2. The Latitude of meaning which mightbe contained in the 
words of the Oath, viz. ( Hnder God" Supreme Governour, as well 
in all Spiritual and Eccleſiaſtical _— and Cauſes as Temporal) is 
reſtrained 1a this admonition, by thele words, vis, Her Majeſty 
wtither doth norever will challenge any other authority than what was 
challenged and lately wſed by Henry the Eighth, and Edward the 
ſixth, which is and was of ancient time due to the Imperial Crown o 
this Realm And then it is particularly ſpecified what that authori- 
ty was by the words of the ſaid Admonition immediatly following, 
vis, THAT IS  wndey God to have the Soveraipnity and Rule over 
all manner of perſons torn within thoſe hey Realms, Dominions and 
Couttreys, of what eſtate either Eccleſiaſtical or Temporal ſoever 
they be. 

4 Leſt by the ſaid Oath her Majeſty might ſeem to deny to the 
Church the Power and Juriſdiation left by Chriſftto his Apo- 
Fes and their Succeſſors, being meerly ſpiritael, her Maj 
therefore'profeſſeth not to challenge. authority or power of Mi- 
niftry of divine Setvice in the Church. And moreover reftrains the 
denial of Spiritual and Eccleſiaſtical Juriſdiftion,Power,&c:men- 
tioned inthe ſaid Oath ( being. in general) to ſuch Juriſdiction 
(only) as was repuznant to the ſaid Soveraignty and Rule over 
a 


| her Subje&s, Which is apparent by theſe words, $4 «5 uo other 
forrtirn' Power ſball or ought to have any Superiority over them, |] 
which words (SO:AS) denote 'thereft to be relative to her Ma- 
n_ Superiority. and' Rule, that immediately before-was de- 


And'in farther proof thereof, Wheteas the aforeſaid Att in the 
ſaid firſt Yearof het Reign wis entituled [Al ancievt Furiſdilti- 
on! ytfloved to the Crown, and all forreign Power: aboliſht, ] the 
Stature” made"in''the” fifth © Year 'of "her Reign; Cap. 1. ſeemed 
FA alifiz"or'explain the (aid forme AR, for irentituled the (aid 
foritier A@tobe'an AR reftoring to the* Crown' the ancient Jari 
"4b? = 
+ FW k og "* . 


<% 


diftion over the fate Eccleſiaſſitel and "1g and aboliſhing all 
forreign power REPUGNANT #0 the ſame. The alteration of 
the Title is very obſervable in this latter At, for it ſeemed there- 
by to denote and explain that which in the heat of the then 
ſuddain change of Religion had not been ſo maturely-diſgeſted 
and eſtabliſhed in the former. «1 
The Articles of the Church of Eng/azd, and of the Clergy,ex- 
preſs the Kings ſaid power and Authority by calling it the covi/ 
(not ſpiritual ) ſword, | 
Door Carleton afterwards Biſhop of ChicheFer in his notable 
» top; Treatiſe of *Furiſdictions Epiſcopal, Regal and Papal, writes moſt 
Admoni- learnedly and clearly upon this Subject. He ſayes pag. 9. © As-for 
jonto the © ſpiritual Juriſdiction of the Church, ſtanding in Examination of 
7aeer- ©: Controverlies of Faith, judging of Hereſies, depoſing of Here- 
write for ©* ticks, Excommunication of notorious and ſtubborn offenders, 
jr, marr «© Ordination of Prieſts and Deacons, Inſtitution and collation of 
Tatl;< Benefices and Spiritual Cures, &c. which Princes camnot give 
#he Church © oy take from the Church, this mor hath been practiſed by the 
OR {© Church without coactive Juritdiction other than of Excommu- 
thing we © nication. But when matters hagdled in the Eccleſiaſtical Conſi- 
never >= © ſtory are not matters of Faith and Religiow,but of a Civil nature, 
* «which yetare called Eccleſiaſtical, as being. given|by Princes, ® 
« appointed to be within the Cogniſance of that Conliſtory, 
* and when the Cenſures are not ſpiritza/}, but carnal, com- 
« 9alſive, coattve, here appeareth. the power -of the Civil Ma- 
&« o1{trate, £1 
< Page 42.43. It cannot be denyed, but that there is a Power” 
«in the Church, nor only internal but alſo of External Juriſdicti- 
© on. Of Internal Power there is no queſtion made, External Ju- 
«ri{diction being underſtood all that is practiſed inExtergalCourts - 
. © or Conliſtories, 1s cither Definitive or Multative, Authority 
< Definitive in matters of Faith and Religton, belongeth to the 
_ «Church, Mulcative Power may be underſtood either as it is re- 
0 ond bo une Cen Ures,or as wi wi Sor Fon it ftand- 
« eth in ſpiritual Cenſures,itis the right ofthe Chyrchas was pra- - 
* Ctiſed be cha Church,when the Church was wihout a t 
: Magiſtrate, and fince, But Coattive Juriſdiction was never pra- \ - * 
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& &iſed by the Church, when the Church was without Chriftian 
« Magiſtrate, but was alwayes underſtood to belong tothe Civil 
« ans. whether he were Chriſtian or Heathen, ec. 

"The Apoftles did ſometimes take vengeance upon the diſobe- 
&« dient, but that was not by the Material Sword, (in the Power 
<* whereof we place Coattion) but by the Spiritaal Sword, 


The Learned Biſhop of D-r7y, late made Bilhop of Armayh,and 
honour'd with the Title of Lord Primart of all /ye/and, {perks mott 
cleary to this Point, in his Book Schiſms Guarded, p. 160, © But I 
<< expect it ſhould de Objected, that beſides theſe Statures which 
« concern the Patrcnage of the Engl1thChurch,the Legiſlative,the 
« Tudictary,the Diſpenſative power of Popes, There are two other 
« Statutes made by H-zry the Eighth, The one, Arn 47 for ex- 
& tinguiſting the Authority of the-Biſhop of Rome : The other, An 
« Att for eſtabliſhing the Kings Succeſſion in the Crown , wherein 
« there is an Oath, That the Biſhop of Roe ought not to have any 
<« Turildi&tion or Authority in this Realm.. And that it is declared 
*1nthe 37th Article of our Church, that the Biſhop of Rowe hath 
«n&Jurildi&tion in this Kingdom of Exg/and. And in the Oath or- 
<«dained by Queen E/izaberh, That no forreign prelate hath, or 
<* ought to have, any Juriſdiction or Authority, Eccleſiaſtical or 
<« Spiritual within this Realm. 

- *F Anſwer this ObjeRion three wayes, Firſt, As to the two 
« Laws of Hexry the eighth, They are both repealed long ſince by 
« Queen AMary,and never were reſtored by any ſucceeding Prince. 
« If there were any thing blame-worthy in them , -let it dye with 
« them, Iconfeſ(sT approve not the Conftruing of one Oath for 
<« another, nor the ſwearing before-hand to Statutes made or to be 
<© raade, Bur de mortwis nil nift bonum, 

<« Secondly, I Anſweraccording to the equity of my ſecond 

'<© ground, that although it were ſuppoſed, that our Anceſtors had 

© gver-reached themſelves and the truth in ſome expreſſion , yet 

© thar concerns not us at all,ſo long as we keep our ſelves exaRtlyto 
<« the line and level of Apoſtolical Tradition, | 

\ * © Fhirdly and principally T anſwer, that our Anceſtors meant 

_< the very{amethung that we _ only difference is in the uſe of 
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« words, Spiritaal Authority or Fariſdition, which we underſtand 
« properly of authority an ] rooms, 2 Spiritual, which ex- 
« rendeth no further then the Court of Conſcience. But by Spiri- 
< tual Authority or Juriſdiction, they did underſtand Eccleſiaſtical 
<« authority and Juriſdiction in the ExteriourCourt,which in truth 
« is partly Spiritual, parity Political, 'So our Anceſtors caſt out Ex- 
&« ternal Eccleſiaſtical Coattive Juriſdittion, The ſamedo we, They 
&« did not take away from the Pope the Power of the Keys or Juri(- 
<« diction purely ſpiritual , No more do we, And p. 119. We ac- 
« knowledge, that Biſhops were always eſteemed the proper Jud- 
« ges of the Cannons, both for compoſing of them, and executing 
« of them , but with this Caution, that tomake them Laws the 
« confirmation of the Prince was required, and to give the Biſhop 
« a Coactive Power to execute them, the Princes Grant or Con- 
« cefſion was needful, And p, 170, Whatſoever Power our Laws 
« did diveſt the Pope of, they inveſted the King with it. But they 
<never inveſted theKing with any Spititual Power or Juriſdiction, 
« witneſs the Injunftion of Queen E/iz4betb, the Articles of the 
« Church, King Fames, our Statutes, &c. | 


*.7ames ©* * In that Oach ONLY is contained the Kiogs abſolute Power, 
Triplicino- < to be Judge over all Perſons as well Civil as Eccleſiaſtical,exclu- 


47+ 


_ wiplex « Jing all forreign Powers and Potentates to be Judges within his 
P: « Dominions : And generally all Engliſh Proteſtant Writers who 


maintain the 39. Articles, with the Diſciplia and Cannons of the 


Churh of Exglaad, do conſtantly aftrm. 
That the Kings ſaid Supreme Government and Rule is intended 


no other ways but to exerciſe under God che rh wigs Coatfive 
Fariſdiition aud Power over all his Subjetts within his Realms and 
Dominions, of what eſtate ſoever they be, whether Ecclefiaftical or 
Temporal, to take cogniſance in his external Tribunals of offenders, 
for the puniſbing of the m with civil aud corporal puniſhments, accor- 


ding to the nature and gudlly of their Er arc ences: And 
that Spiritual and Eccleſiaſtical things and Cauſes ( gong nk 
ſors whereia are liable ro his cogniſance and puniſhment as atore- 
ſaid)are not meant of things and cauſes that are meerly ſpiri- 
tual,as of Feith and Religion,butof ſuch as in their own are: 
either civil or mixed with-ſomething that is emporal, which acord- 


U| 
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to vulgar acceptition, are called .nevertheleſs Spiritual: or 
Txhjabes, for'the reaſons noted by Doctor [1 gal afore- 
This Supreme external Coattive power and Juriſdigion as a- 
forelaid, cangot be acknowledged tobe due to the King, bur by 
neceſlary conſequence all Power, Preragative, | Juriſdiction, Su- 
periority at Authority repugnaat to the ſame, muſt be denied 
and dilclaimed in any Prelate , Perſon, State, or Potentate, 
—_ or domeſtick whatſoever, other then by or under his 
Majelties permuſſion or Authority, 
But it is alſo obſervable, . that what power or Juriſdiction (o- 
ever that is but meerly Spiritual (and conſequently. not belong- 
ing to the King) is not meant or intended to be denied or re- 
nounced to the Church, or to any Perlon Prelate ec. whatloe- 
yer, as the aforelaid Biſhop of Derry moſt expretly declares, in 
very many: places of his Book aforeſaid, which for brevities 
fake, are omitted ,, excepting theſe few hereunder mentioned, 
which may abundantly Ga e. Pep. 62, And therefore when 
we meet with theſe words, or the like, That No forreign Prelate 
ſhall exerciſe any manner of power , Fariſdition, Superiority , 
Prehemine nce or priviledge Eccleſiaſtical or Spiritual within this 
Realm , It is not 30 be wunderſiood of Internal or purely Spiritual 
power in the Court of Conſcience, or the power of the Keys (we 
fee the contrary-prattiſed every day ). but of external coaitive pow- 
er in Eccleſiaſtical cauſes,in toro contentiolo, &c. And in his Epiſtle 
to the R , having ſet dowa all or the moſt conſiderable 
Points of differcace and queſtion upon this Subje&t, concludes 
his ſaid Epiſtle with theſe words, viz. © The true controverlſie 
 <s, Whether the Biſhop of Rome ought by Divine Right to 
* have the external regiment of the Engliſh Church, and Co- 


© ative Juriſdiction in Engliſh Courts, againſt the will of the 
© King, and Laws of the Kingdom, And p. 218. No dit 
* ference between Roman Catholicks and our ſelves about the 


wer, 0c, 
Topo * Spalato that came 


Biſhop by the POpes 


*© Papacy, but only about the extent of 
To-theſe may be added, that the B 
into Exzland, aftor his bang conſerte 
. | 2 


or by Authority from! the See of Reme, did not renew this Cligsi PE 


racer after he came over, yet'( as is well known) ordain- 
ed divers Prieſts here, which was never diſputed, but allow- 
ed by the Chutch.of Eg/and to have been validly done, All 
which confirms whar is faid before, Thi. Juriſdition porely 
ſpiritual is not denied by the now intendment of- the faid: 
Oth, and that ir isnot an Oath'of Religion, ' but of Allegiance, 
as is expreſly ſaid in Queen Elizebeths Admwnition aforeſaid, 
and obliges the takers to no more, but to aſſiſt and defend all 
the ancient Juriſdictions of the Crown, and to:renounce-and im- 
pugn all forreign Juriſdictions and Powers repugnant tothe 
fame. What thoſe' ancient Juriſdidtions of the Crown were 
eſteemed to be, may be obſerved by the Statutes of . Clarendon 
the Statute of Car/ile, the Articles of the Clergy, the- Statute 
of Provilors, and other the Laws of 'our Norman Kings, and 
m the times of #-»ry the Third, Edward the Firlt, ' Edward the 
Third, Richayd the Second, H2ary the Fourth, which Statutes and 
Laws had not ſo publickly paſſed, without a greater clamour of 
other Nations profeſſing the ſame Religion, ifthe Popes-pretend- 
ed power in thoſe reſpe&ive mixed caſes- had. been thought to 
have been Fure divine, 'or {o' undeniably his right, 'as ſome Di- 
vines do chalengetn his behalf; 


But foraſmuch as many Learned: and- Large Treatiſes have 
been written upon this Subjet, of mixed Cauſes, as aforeſaid 
borh' by Romane' Catholicks, and+ Profeſſors of the _ Reform- 
ed Religion of ſeveral Nitions,' and of each fide ſome holding 
that they belong to the Kings Supreme Authority and civil fork | 
others that they belong only ro the Church without. any Concel- 
fion fromthe temporal Magiſtrate, | | 


© For allay t6 the Scruples that may hereupon - ariſe in the 
minds of any his - Myjeſties Loyal Subje&s, it may be obſer- 
ved, that ſince the Learned Doors of both ſides do refpeCive- 
ly declare upon mature conſideration of ſeveral Texts of holy 
Wei ; Atsof Coungils,. arid other reaſonsalledged, to have diff : 
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*Þ* = xemSentiments therein, ſom? ofeach'fide, holding the contr 


bs contrary” 
to what others of the ſame profeflizn do ſtrongly muntuin, bur 
never determined by che Church : | 

The probabilicy of their (aid opinions may reſp2Aively warrant 
(if not obliege) all his Mijeſties Subj23 (elpzcially bzing fo ea- 
joyned by Law) to acknowledge ſu>milion to that external co- 
ative Powerand Authority of his M jeſty for the puniſhment of ' 
Offenders with civil and corporal puniſhments 1a ſuch mixed ca- 
ſes, as aforeſaid, which their reſps@ive Teachers doe affirm to 
be juſtly derived from natural Reaſon, andclear places of 
Scripture , and ailert them as put of his Royal Juriſdicti- 
ON. 

Our ancient Hiſtories, Satutes, and m>lt authentick Records of 
former times, -long before Henry 8th do teſtihe as aforeſaid, Thar 
our Kings did chaltenge a ſovereign, external, coactive Juriſdi - 
Rion over all their Subje&s, as aforeſaid in thoſe caſes, ſome- 
times indulging them to the Ezclefiaſtical Courts, -and See of 
Rome, (omertimes reſtraining them agaia (of their own Autho- 
rity,” without recourſe to the Pope or See of Reme) more or 
lels 'according to their zeal or devotion © towards the Church' 
and'Church-men, and the re{pe&ive occalions in thoſe times, 
aecording as was then thought fit by our Kings and Parlia-' 
ments. Read the Statutes of Proviſors, 25. of E4.3. 

The practice in Fraxce ſufficiently declares what that Kings 
Power is in the cafes aforeſaid : .For although ſpiritual offences 
(that are meerly ſuch) are puniſhable in the Eccleſiaſtical Courts 
only by. ſpiritual Cenſures as Excommanication; Suſpenſion, 
ce. Yet if the cauſe be mixed in any ſort with what 'is civil or 
temporal, as aforeſaid ; or if never ſolittle pecuniary Mul& be 
impoſed upon. the offenders' for damages by the Eccleſiaſtical 
Judges, 'the whole matter may be brought to the cognizance of 
the'civil Court-upon appeal, and the former ſentence reverſed, if 
itbe thought fit : Nor does any Eccleſiaſtical Promotion or Dig- 
nity,” how great ſoever, priviledge any perſon from civil and 
corporal puniſhments there , if he offend againſt the Kings Per- 
ſon, his Crown and Digaity, whereof we have an example _ 

. the - 


the now Arch-biſhop of Pris, under the moſt Chriſtian Kings, 
who is known to be moſt zealouſly devoted to the Church and 
See of Rome. And many other Preſidents of the ſame nature 
have been in Hungary, Germany, and other Countreys that hold 
communion with that Church, 

The King of Spaiz exerciſes the like Authority in ſeveral pla- 
ces of his- Dominions, and ſo amply in his Kingdom of Sicih, 
that it is there called, Supreme Spiritual Authority, and ſpiri- 
tual Monarchy, as is acknowledged by the” Catholick Divine 
in his Anſwer to the fifth part of Sir Edward Cookes Reports, 
peg. 102, which, words Supreme Spiritual Authority , and $pi- 
ritual Monarchy found as harſh, and require a favourable 
explanation, no leſs than any the words in Queen Elizaberhs 
Oath aforeſaid. He ſays indeed, * That Pope Hrbane grant- 
« ed the ſame long time ſince to that Kings: Predeceflours, : as 
 « Pope Nicolas ſomewhat of the like nature to St. Edward King 
&« of England. - v 

But meer ſpiritual Juriſdiction ( as is conceived ) could not be 
granted to a Lay perſon, And our Queſtion being of theoriginal 
right of our Princes to ſupream, external, coative Juriſdiction 
over their Subjes to take cognizance of offenders in ſuch mixed 
caſes, as aforeſaid, for puniſhing them with civil and corporal pu- 
niſhments according to the reſpe@ive quality of their offences, 
which (indeed ) 15 no other but a civil and temporal power, 


though the ſaid caſes be vulgarly called Spzritu«/ for the reaſons 
declared as abovelaid, he ought to have told us how the Pope 
came to be inveſted with ſuch coaRtive power by force of 
_ and corporal puniſhments, which he {o granted away unto 
others, 

Chriſt ſaid, His Kingdom was not of this world, The Apoſtles, | 
claimed no ſuch coactive power,by force of Law, and corporal pu- | 
niſhments, as aforeſaid, nor any the aforeſaid exemption of their | 
perſons or goods from the tem Magiſtrate and his Tribu- 
nals. The Church (as the ſaid Catholick Divine confeſſes ) had 
no ſuch power for ſeveral Ages, the Emperour Conſtantive was . - 
the firſt that granted it, who did it (to-uſe his words ) hs: ; 
tarily 


Oh 


rarily, And other Kings and Princes, apex their ſingular de- 
rotion, and in imitation of that goed Emmperour, 

And dothnot all this plainly fignifie, that the External Coa- 
ive power (ſuch as aforeſaid) was originally in the Supreme 
temporal Magiſtrate ? whoſe ſaid Supreme power (as moſt 
Learned men do affirm) cannot bind and' conclude it felf 
in a Law, ſo as not to be able to revoke or alter the ſame 
when there is juft cauſe, for preſervation of its being , and 
general good of the Common-wealth ( otherways) in im- 
minent danger. And conſequently howſoever Cannon 
Laws and Decretals have been (ſometimes received by 
permiſſion or conceſſion of our Kings alone, or Parlia- 
ments of our Nation, and in virtue of ſuch reception 
( and not otherwiſe) matriculated among our Laws, yet 
according to the Preſident of many of our Kings and Par- 
liaments long before King Hexry the Eighth, the ſame - 
might be wva/idly reſtrained or made void to this Nation, 
ſo farre as to the nature of a Law, if our ſaid Kings and 
Parliaments conceived it neceſſary for thoſe reaſons as a- 
bovelaid. Whether the ſame was -well or ill done by 
them, or whether the cauſes were ſufftcient or not ,. in 
the reſpeQive occaſions, the doers were anſwerable in conſci- 
ence, not their Subje&ts who were bound to yield obedience 
to their” Soveraign power, in what things ſoever were 
_ purely Spiricual, or repugnant unto the written Law. of 
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Since therefore it is moſt apparent, that Spiritual Autho- 
rity (it ſelf) is not denyed by the intendment of this Oath 
explained by the Admonition and declared as aforeſaid (which 
is otherwiſe then the aboveſaid Catholick Divine did un- 
derſtand it to be; but only the enlargement of Spiritual 
G_—_ to temporal . coaction ( ſuch as aloreſaid,) which 
( in reality) alters its nature, and is repugnant to the 
prerogative Royall of this Crown, and which in- 


deed the Court of Rome ( not the Church of Rome) and 
ſome Divines moſt eſpecially depending upon the ſame 


would 
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abovyelaid. 


Why ſhould any his Majeſties Loyall Subjets (Romane 
Catholicks eſpecially) deny to acknowledge, their dutiful 
ſubmiſkon to his Majeſtics ſaid | Soveraignty and Rule over 
all his SubjeRs, and their like obedience to maintain -Laws 
eſtabliſhed, fo-farre as they relate to his ſaid Authority in 
ſuch: manner as above-declared ; Whereas not only the Qpi- 
nions of many of the moſt- Learned Writers of their own 
Religion doe maintain , That External Coattion by force 
cf Law, and civil and corporal puniſhment upon offen- 
ders of what quality ſoever, and for what -matter or cauſe 
ſoever ſo deſerving, as abovelaid, is of natural right belong- 
ing to the Supreme Temporal ' Magiftrate, But alſo, the 
practiſe of our Kings .and Parliaments in former | Apes 
(time out of mind) as allo the preſent practiſe of other 
Kings and Countreys, that (neverthelels) hold Commu- 
nion with the - Pope and Church of  Rome,, do authoriſe 
and approve the exerciſe of the ſame, according to emergent 
occaſions, by the ſaid Supreme- temporal Magiſtrate, 4n manner 
as aboveſaid, 

Let them not therefore give juſt advantage to-their adyerſa- 
ries in Religion,to prels againſt them the continuance of the penal 
Statutes, by objecting that what they ſuffer 1s upon ſuſpition of 
a dangerous dependency upon a forreign ſtate, but not for any 


Dottrine or point of Religion, which their Church hath declared - 


to be of Faith. 

The unlimitted - power, and immoderate attributes given 
to Popes by Cannoniſts, and ſome other - Writers | of e- 
minent Authority of that ' ſide, together with the vio- 
lent proceedings of ſome Popes thereupon, have been priq- 
cipally the occaſion, that the ſaid Oath hath been fo ſtriatly ur- 
- ged againſt the Roman'Catholicks ; and hath chiefly: cauſed 
the general averſion of all others here ' from Communion 


with. 
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Vino, but was not ſo «b initie, as manifeſtly appears by what is 


% 


with-that See; and by the over-bold afſertiagls;of ſuch-Wri- 
rers, that ſome of their ſaid Qpinions' were De'Fide, it hath 
been inſtilled (though not with truth) into the minds of moſt 
of the people of this Nation, That whoſoever holds: Cog- 
munion with the Church of Ree, mult neceſſarily be princi- 
pled according totheir ſaid Tenets. Which cauſed his Majeſty 
King James (and others ſo conceiving) to think that the a- 
boyelaid Oath was purpolly framed to make diſtintion be- 
tween Proteſtants and Roman Catholicks, who chiefly npon 
this ſcore were all promiſcuoully called Papitts, and (o ſevere 
Laws Enacted againſt them in Queen E/iz4beths time and 
ſince, BPof Derry's SchiſmGaraed, Page 176. It 1strue 
<« there are other differences between us, but this is the main 
<« difference that giveth denomination to the Parties, 

But the truth hereof ought (if but in charity) to be further 
| enquired into by all conſcientious men, eſpecially by thoſe in 
od Authority, 

For many of the Roman Catholicks of theſe Nations (nay 
moſt ofthe moſt knowing among them) do profeſs, againit 
{uchover-bold aſſertions, ſuch immoderate attributes, ſuch 
unlimitted powers and pradiices, as much as any Proteſtants 
whatſoever. And although they hold Communion with the 
Church of Rome in fpiritualibus, and acknowledge (as their 
Ancient Forefathers did) that the Pope is the Supreme Spi- 
ritual Paſtor (which the Biſhop of Derry ſayes is not medled 
 withone way or other in the intendment of this Oath,ſo it be 
ef > but in ſpirituals, And his Royal Majeſty King * Fames could * 4po.. for 
be content that the Biſhop of Rome were Patriarch of the weſt, = Alle. 
and were the firſt Biſhop among all Biſhops, aud Princeps Epil- ance,p.46; 
coporum, - ſo 4s he be no otherwiſe then as Peter was Princeps 
Apoſtolorum.) Yet the ſaid Roman Catholicks do not hold 
it as a part of their faith, that the Popeis infallibly free from 
Error, or that he can abſolve Subjects from their obedience 
to«þeir natural Prince, or from the Obligation of faithfull 
| = - uptight dealing with their neighbours, though ſuch their 
| | Prince or Neighbour be not of their Religion, or were Ex- 
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communicated; or what'more the Pope cor 
or with any other, againſt themfor at cauſe, And all this 
(ay they)they will chearfully teftifie upon their Oaths, with- 
out equivocation or mental reſervation; if an Oath in- clear 
terms expreſſing as-aforelaid be tendre1 unto them. 

It is not the true meaning of the Oath explained in manner 


as abovelaid, which mikes many of them refult to take the 


ſame ; but there being an Oath made fince, and called the 
Oath of Allegiance, makes them apprehend, that ſomething 
more than meer Allegiance is contained in the former, And 
beſides the latitude of the words 1n this Oath (at which many 
Proteſtants alſo ſtick) which words are not explained but by 


the admonition as aforeſaid, and that admomition again. not. 


cleared, but by the Writings of Learned-DoG@ors, and then 
authoriſed by the Provilo 50 Eliz. and the force of that Pro- 
viſo to be rel(olved by the Learned Men in the Law, Theſe 
particulars (not known to many, and ſo intgicate in them- 
ſelves) and above all, the conſtant tendring of the ſaid Oath 
for. ſo many years paſt, without the aforeſaid explanation. 
Theſe things I ſay have made it to be firmly believed by 
them, and thoſe of their profeſſion: over all Chriſten- 
dome, that in taking the ſaid Oath, with what explanation 
ſoever (if ſuch explanation be not as publickly made known 
and declared) they give juſt ſcandal (which is Malum in ſe) 
that they renounce their Religion : as indeed the common 
_—_ of. the words of the ſaid O1th do import no 
els. 

And (ince the ſaid Roman Catholicks have been ſo Loyal 
to his Majeſty, not one having drawn Sword aginſt him in 
the late Rebellion, ſo many. of them having loſt their lives 
and eſtates, and endured ſtrict Impriſonment and preat hard- 
ſhip for his cauſe, and rendred eminent ſervices in the late 
Wars even to the preſervation of his moſt Sacred Perſon, 

It ſeems but very reaſonable what is generally deſired ' by 
them, v/z. that the Oaths required of them under ſo great 
penalties,may be cleared of thoſe doubtful expreſſions in them 


which. 


could do By himfvtf; 
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-__ whichcauſe their ſcruples as aforeſaid, or 2 new Oath to be 
compiled in clear terms,whereby not only they,but alſo many 
Proteſtants who likewiſe ſcruple at the words of the fame,may 
(tothe entire fatisfation of his Majeſty and the Nation)fully. 
teſtifie the Allegiance and Fidelity of faithful Subje&s, and 
true Patriots, and no longer remain (as generally they now 
do)diſtruſted,and ſubje& ro much obloquy, and in #n incapa- 
City to ſerve their King and Country, (notwithſtanding the 
indulgence generally afforded to tender Conſciences, though 
of different perſwaſton from the*Tenets of the Church of 
Explend,) and all this upon no ather ſcore, but of being 
thought otherwiſe principled then what their (aid late a&ti- 
ons have approved them to be, and* what they now offer 
to profeſs upon their Oaths, which is the greateſt ſecurity 
that can be given-in teſtiomony of a mans intention, and 
as much as-fatifies in the like caſe of ſuſpition, from thoſe 
that have fought, &:. againſt his Majeſty, and been his 
moſt bitter enemies, 


